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^ / Remarks v 

Claims 1 -27 aje periding iii the abdv^-identifeed appiioatioii. Claims 1, 1 5, 26 and 27 ate 
. aineaded and claims 2-24 and 16-25 fire origiii^ ' 

In the office action the Exami^ 
U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for aU bbvictisness t^ec^^ set forth in tiiis Office aetioD." 
: However, each of the rejections relies on a'comtbiiuition ofa pltirdli^ of tefet^nces. yet the : 
. ; claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). Applicant believes thM this is an error, and thatthe • 
. . : meant to teject the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a)- "Hiis amendment is based on this 

assumption. 

the Examiner rejected Claims 1,2-3, 6-10, 15, and 19-21 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
(Applicant assumes this should be 35 U.S.C. i03(a)) aS feeing unpatentable over Okagaki et al 
Pub. No. 2002/0032876) in view of Ariyoshi (JP Pat^t No. 403248699) and further h» view 
;. ; of BlvrW2001 (BWM Owner's Manual for V^cle, P^ No. 0141D156416, Oct-2001, page 22, 

MP£P §706.020) states: 

"To establish a pritna facie case of obviousfiess, three basic criteria must be met- First, 
^^ere must be some suggestion or motivation^ either in the references themselves or in the 
■ imowledge genefklly available to one of ordiiiary skjU in the art, to modify the reference or to 
- coiiibine tefereiice teadhirigs; SeeoM success; Finally, 

the prior art reference (or refeietices when combined) niiusf teach or suggest all the claim ^ ' 
liimtations: The teaching or sugge^^^^^ totfia)^e"t^^ 

BEST AVAILABLE COP^ 
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expec^Ultion of success must both be found in tke ptiot art and not based on applicant's 
. disclosure. In re Vaeck, 947 P.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir, 1991)." 
MPEP §2143.01 p^rovides: TTie mere fact thSitfeferen 
, does not render the resultant combination obvious unless the prior art also suggests the 

desirability of the combination. In re Mills, 916 F.2d 680, 16 US?Q2d 1430 (Fed. Cir 1990). 
Obviousness cannot be established by combining the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
Claimed invention, absent some teaching, suggestion or incentive supporting the combin^ttbn. 
• : ACS Hospital Systems, Inc. v. Montefiore Hospital, ^32 F.2d 1572,1577,221 USPQ 929, 933 
:- Y':;^(Fed. Cir. 1984). 

One court further noted that there wete three possible so\irces for such motivation, 
tialnely "(1) the nature of the problem to be solved; (2) fee teachings of the prior art; and (3) the 
: ; IdJO^^ 13$7, 47 U'SPQ2d at 1456. Hete, 

according to fliis court, the Board had relied sim^y tipciH "the high level of skill in the att to 
/jiiovide the necess&ry motivation," without ekplaining. what specific understanding or 
V technological principle ^vithin the kriovvledge of onB of otdin^ in the art w^ould have . y^A^:: 
suggested the combination. ' . - 

With the present amendttuem ea6h of the indepeftdent'^qlaims have been amended to more ^ ' 
. : ■ icleafly claim that the mobile tenninal is user ifemoyable fi'om thfe^^ This is support^ in the . - .. . 

: sjiecification, asfiled, and as shovrainFig. i.The integrated hMdsfree mobile systeni module 100 is 
: . nibunted in the dashboard l62 of a v^hici^ ^ may b6 "bpmtiVd^ to a mobUetenniny 

ibl. The integnitedhands fiefe^ mobile s^^^ ^^-^l.- j-y^--: 

mobile interface cable lOS. Tfhe mobile interface' oa'ble 108 a universal connector 109 i . ^^^^ 

for connecting to the mobile terminal 10 1 /The mobile. terc^ mobile ierminaU such as . , 

BF^T AVAAII ARLF COP^ 

/Tfrr^ypAGE 11/15 • RCVD AT 4^5/2006 7:33:30 PM {Eastern Oaytight Time] • SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-2/is • pNli5:27383^^ CSID:312 346'28io • DURATioN (mm-ss): 18-26]^^ 



Rpr 25 2006 6:33PM Carmen Patti & nssociates 312-346-2810 P.12 

.12 LUC-443/Barclay 6-44-5v6-4 

; a c^U phoiie, thai a us^r iiiay us6 nomaUy AVhen U is not coupled Ip the vehicfe. Each of lie 
independent claims have beeit amended to^ 

bkagaki et aL who teach only a built in telephone (see element 6 in Fig. 1) and not a mobile 
terminal. 

In paragraph 22 of the Patent Publication it states: 'The automotive information system of 
. V the iaventioB also permits hand-free lelephonfe cOiliveriatioii. To this end, the present invention 
provides an automotive systein' cpmprisitig a main unit, a wireless telephone unit connected to the 
main uAit, a speaker, and a microphone; tvhereinihe wireless t6leph(5ne Unit includes: means for 
detecting receipt of a telephone call; and means for sending a start signal to the main unit upon^ 
dctcttioh of the receipt of the telephone eall; wherein ifie main unit includes: iiieans for detecting the , ; ; 
; Start signd: means for tufning on power supply to the aoa^ unit in i^ponse to the s . / 

;:for informing a user of the receipt of the telephone caU when thfe power supply to the main unit is \/ ^ 

/\ tiirtied on in response to the stajfi Signal received from the wireless telephone unit: means for 
V • detecting a responding operation of the user for re^pdnding to .the;teiephone call; and means for . : 

V sending, when the responding operation is detected, cdnneetin^ inslilictidn to the wireless telephone ^ , : ^ 
. uiiit to request the wireless telephone Unit to coniiett the teteph 

^^^^^ y : V ; ' " 

. C^hereinthe main unit further includes means for eiiabMg the iiserto communicate with the telephone . 
: taller by means of the speaker and the microphone.'' HoWever, Ihe term ''wireless" refers ^otb& . 
^^V: ; V C unit bemg able to transmit and ticeiyei ^d nOt.ihat it. is a mbbile lenriinal separlate aiid : ^ 




QPftT A\/AII AR^ 
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Ariyoshi is .only cited as teaching a microphone to be pl^^ 
' vv4aeel. BMW200U is only cited as teaxi^W^^^ 

allows nsefs to opetate the phone quickly with both hands on the wheel. Therefore, no 
combinmibn of Okagedci et al, Ariyoshi, aiid B 

set forth in feach of the independent claims. In parHculari the processing module being coupled to 

an integrated haiidsfree liiobile system module, and the integrated ba:^ds free mobile system moduk \-^.^.-:y}i<^:^y-^.-^: 

being detachably coupled to a mobUe termiiial. 

The Examiner also rejected independent claims 26 and 27 under 35 U,S.C. 102(b) as ^ , 
: being unpatentable over Okagaki ei al (US Pub. No. 2002/003287^ in view of Ariyoshi (Jl* 

Patent No. 403248699) and further iU view of BMW2001 0WM OWner^s Manual for Vehicle, 
PartNo. 01410156416, 2000, page 22, Steering Wheel with Multifunqtioii buttons) and further in • . > 
view of Kashiwamura (US Publication No. 2002/0016188). 

However, Kashiwaitfura does not teach the pfoc^sstog fobduie coupled to an integrated , a ^" <; - :^ 

V. ■ •. ..• . : . •■ • •• ■ .--^ ■-t:. ...■-V- ;,r-. V -v^ .- : r "C--. •v-y-.j'.... ; 

hands free mobile system fnodule, and the integrcded tands fre^ ^ / > 

coupled to a mobife terminal. Thus no cbmbilJ^ '\ \ ' 

Kashiwamura would result ift the <slaimed iiiyciitioii as^et fbftb in e^h of independent claims 26. 
and 27. Furthermdre, these claims have beeb amet^ed to distinquish over the prior art for the . ' 

same reasotis as set forth with regard to independent claims 1 and 15. V ~; 

The Examiner also cited 3u, however Ju only teaches application that allows - t;^ f 

:: synchronizations between mobile devices and a PC. tlie Ex^ihef also cited Eiche, however , . ^ ^ 1 

Eiche only teaches a connector to inierfac^ with a variety of eicteriial devices including a PC; The ^ « 

other cited art also does not supply the missing ele 

! •/ J ' ^ > ' ' ' ( ' * ^ ■ " ' //^"K 

^ ^ ^ ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ ;^ 
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abdve. The Exfiriimer also Cited Cheriy 

the missing elements described above w . 

The depeiident claims include all the limitalidiis of thfe :i^BSp$t4iVje indepeiident claitas upon 
which they depefid. It has txeen $hoWa1hat each of the ijldepeadent as amended, are not 

anticipated or bbvidXiiS in View of any of thfe cited prior art taken singly or in cpfflbination. Therefore, 
these dependent claims are also alloAvable over ihe cited art. 

The Examiner also objected to claims 1, 26 and 27. These claims have been amended as 
suggested by the Examiner- The Examiner is therefore resj>ectfuBy requested to reconsider the 
objection to these claims, 

Fiirthermbfe it is well fccepted that, ill going j&om^^&^^^^ to the claimed inyfcntjpn, : 

one carmot base obviousness upon what a petson skilled in the ait might try or might find 
obvious to try but rather must coiisider what the prior art would have led a person skilled in the 
art to do. One skilled in the art would n6t have the motivation to combine the cited prior art 
'< references. For example, Okaj^i et aj already provides a microph6£ie and does not suggest that 

there is any problem with using this nnicrophone. Although A^iyoShi teaches to inaprove the ratio 
of an inputted voice to a noise by making the ^hape of a reflectbr plate installed so as to be 
opposed to a micrpphbne In the center of a steering wheel. HdweV^r, v*ere is Hie niotivation for 
combming these two references when there apf>^ tb be no Aeed for an imptoved ratio of 
inputted voice to noise. 

The prinia feeia case of obviousness detetminatiotf Thus^the 
opinion of obviousness is deficient and the Api)licarits are deSendng of a patent. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the applied referehc^s, t^eti singly or in combination, 
as^umihg/afguendo; ajH^liied refetenc^s 4o not teach br 
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suggest one 6tm0t6 elements of the claimed inveiitton; Appii<^ discussed herein one or 

more differences betweeti the cited prior art, and the claimed invention with reference to one or 
more parts of the cited prior aft This discussion^ hOy/eyer, is in no way meant to acquiesce in 
any characterizatiori that dfie of rnOre parts of cited prior art correspond to the clairnted iliyeatton. 

Recoiisidetadon and withdrawal of the rejections is thercfofe respectfully requested. In : 
vievv of the above remarks, allowance of all claims pending is respectfully requested. 

The prior art made of record and not telied upon is considered to be of general inters 
only. This application is believed to be in con4ition for aUowanQe, jand such action at an early > v 
date is earnestly solicited. , 

In view of the above amendments and remarks,' allowance of all claims pending is 
respedtfUlly requested* If an additional telephohe c6Afd(ence:\vouId be of assistance in advancing 
the prosecution of iHs apji^iication^ the Exa^^ to caliv^ppHcan , ■ 

RespectftUly sitb^jitted, 

" . 'Atloiitey 65^ Applic^^ : ! ^ 

Dated: April25,2006 . . \. \, ' 

CAIUvIEN B. PATTI & ASSOCIATES, LLC '.^ 
Customer Number 47382 



